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commonwealth of nations and to carry out the domestic revolutions of
A.D. 1688, 1832, and 1945 without either falling into civil disorders or
sowing the seeds of inveterate resentment in the hearts of the class that
happened to be the loser on each occasion. Since as early as the thir-
teenth century it had been one of the recognized principles of English
statesmanship that it was the part of wisdom for the ruling element
(Graece TroAtrcu/ia) in the body politic to forestall the danger of a coup
d'etat by voluntarily taking into partnership with itself any class,
hitherto outside the privileged circle, which had accumulated sufficient
power and experience to be now probably capable, in the last resort,
of forcing an entry if it did not find an already open door. In A.D. 1945
the British middle class, which had profited by the agrarian landlords*
acquiescence in its enfranchisement in A.D. 1832, had acquiesced in its
turn in the industrial workers' advent to power; and this compromise
between the politically conflicting interests of the middle class and the
working class had been made feasible by a simultaneous compromise
between the ideologically antithetical dispensations of Private Economic
Enterprise and Socialism.

This institutional compromise was a common-sense recognition of
the hard facts of the situation in which all West European peoples now
found themselves. In countries that were in process of losing power
and wealth to rising giants on the fringes of an expanding Western
World1 at the very time when the local industrial workers were demand-
ing 'a new deal', it was manifestly impracticable for the West European
middle class to follow the North American middle class's policy of
offering to the working class the two amenities of a virtually middle-
class standard of living and an abundance of individual opportunities
for rising in the social scale as alternatives to governmental intervention
for the promotion of social justice at the price of a regimentation that
had proved to be unavoidable in any redistribution of private purchasing
power through governmental action. On the other hand, in Great
Britain, the Scandinavian countries, the Low Countries, and France
civil liberties were so strongly entrenched and so highly prized by
citizens of all classes that it would have been equally impracticable in
any of these countries to carry governmental intervention on behalf of
social justice to the Russian length of a regime of totalitarian autocracy.
Accordingly the current Anglo-Scandinavian approach to the problem
of class-conflict was an attempt to find a middle way between an
American and a Russian extreme by experimenting in an illogical com-
bination of a modicum of free private economic enterprise with a modi-
cum of governmental planning and regimentation in the interests of
social justice. In medical parlance this Anglo-Scandinavian Social
Democracy might be described as a vaccine for giving immunity against
the virus of Communism; and the efficacy of this West European pre-
ventive social medicine was certified by its irritating effect on Soviet
Communist nerves. Next to the Trotskys and Titos whose deviationist
Communism was a threat to a StaHnian orthodoxy within the Com-

1 This dwarfing of Western Europe has been noticed in IV. iv. 308-13. and on p.
486, above.